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Work Assignment Statement of Work

Title: Evaluating the Effectiveness of the Partnership for Clean Fuels and Vehicles (PCEV)
Contractor: EEc¢, Ine, Contract No.: EP-W-10-002
Work Assignment Number: 1-25

Estimated Period of Performance:  Date of issuance to November 18, 2011
Fstimated Level of Effort: 1050 hours

Key EPA Personnel:

Work Assignment COR (WA COR):
Juhn Heffelfinger
Lvaluation Support Division (18077}
(202) 566-2192
(202) 566-2220

Contract Level COR: Cuathy Turner
CMG/OP (1803°1)
202/566-0951
202/566-3001 (fax)

BACKGROUND AND PURPQOSE:

Located within the Office of Strategic Environmental Management 1s the Evaluation
Support Division (ESD). ESI»’s mission is two-fold: First, CSD assesses and evaluates
innovative activitics in ways that identify and explain successful innovations or lessons learned
and communicates its (indings throughout the Agency (o proniote system change. Second. ESD
builds the capacity of EPA staft and managers to conduct program evaluation activities
throughout the Agency by providing technical support and training on program evaluation for
EPA’s national programs and regional offices. A crucial component in asscssing the benefit of
meeting goals, objectives, and sub-ohjectives is having measurable results.

As part of its effort to encourage the effective use of program cvaluations throughout the
Agency, ESD promoies program evaluation through a Program Evaluation Competition. This
competition is part of an ongoing, long-term etfort to help build the capacity of headquarters and
regional offices to evaluate activities and to improve measures of program performance. 'L'his
program evaluation project was chosen tor support under the 2010 Program Evaluation
Competition sponsored by OP.
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The Partnership for Clean Fuels and Vehicles (PCI'V) was launched by the EPA
Administrator and the Exccutive Director of the United Nations Environment Programme
(UNEP) at the World Sumimil on Sustainable Development (WSS} in Johannesburg in
September 2002 with a group of commitied partners from governments. international
organizations, industry, and non-governmental organizations (NGOs). EPA plaved a kev
leadership role in the launch of the partnership. This global partnership exists to help reduce
vehiculdr air pollution in developing countries through the promotion of clean fuels and vehicles.
PCFV, which aims to reduce vehicular air pollution, has three primary goals: 1) the elimination
of leaded gasoline, 2) the phase down of sulfur in diesel and gasoline fuels, and: 3) the adoption
of cleaner vchicle technologies.

PCFV is coordinated by the United Nations Environment Program. EPA is a kev donor
and partner of the program. Other pariners range from high-level {oreign government officials
(e.g.. Ministry of Environment, Water and Forests of Cote d'lvoire and the Swedish International
Development Co-operation Agency), to international industrial partners {¢.g., ExxonMobile and
the African Refiners Association) to multilateral organizations (such as the World Bunk and
United Nations Environment Programme ) and other iuternational non-government organizations
{NGOs) such as the Air Pollution Information Network for Africa (APINA), Stockholm
Environment Institute {SET), and the Global Atmospheric Pollution Forum (GAPF).

When the PCFV began in 2002, none of the developing countries were using unleaded
gasoline. Since 2002, 103 countries have phased out leaded gasoline worldwide. Today. 7
countries still use feaded gasoline — and mest have plans underway to eliminate leaded gasoline
before the end of 20014,

The introduction of unleaded gasoline expands the options available for emission control
technologies and approaches to reduce emissions from gasolinc vchicles, specifically to promote
the introduction of catalytic converters which reduces emissious by over 90%: (his technology
has been mandatory in developed country for many vears. The PCFV 1s supporting many
countries in making catalvtic converters mandatory and continues to do so in its regional and
national programs. Several countries have also. with the support of the PCFV, put policies in
place requiring imported vehicles new and second hand ~ to have functioning catalytic
converters installed and inspected.

Since its inception in 2002, over 120 partners have joined the PCFV program from the
public, private and industry scctors, including the Natural Resources Defense Council, Exxon
Mobil, and government partners from all continents. PCEFV 1s one of 443 registered partnerships
for sustainable development by the Commission for Sustainable Development and only 7
partnerships have more partners than PCFV. Given the rapid evolution of transportation demand
in developing countries {(non-Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development
‘OECD"). the exponential increase in personal vehicte ownership and the key role of road
transport in global greenhouse gas emissions and chimate change, the demand for the support and
services of the PCHFV continues to grow.

Within EPA, PCETV is co-led by the Otfice of Internationu] and Tribal Affairs (OITA)
and the Office of Air and Radiation (OAR). OITA and OAR have provided funding and staff
time in support of PCFV for over eight years. The primary purpose of this evaluation is to
gxaminge the design features and implementation of the lead campalyn component of the
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partnership Lo leamn lessons that might be transferable to other EPA international partnerships or
similar activities focusing on international environmental, health, and technological outcomes,
where EPA can play a major role.

Quality Assurance (QA) Requirements

Check [ ] Yes or [ X | NO, il the [ollowing statement i3 true or false. The Contractor shall
submit a written Quality Assurance Project Plan for any project that is developing environmental
measurements or a Quality Assurance Supplement to the Quality Management Plan for any
project which generates environmental data using models with their technical proposal.

TASKS AND DELIVERABLES:

The WA COR will review all deliverables in draft form and provide revisions and/or comments
10 the contractor. The contractor shall prepare the final deliverables incorporating the WA
COR's comments,

Contractor personnel shall at all times identity themselves as Contractor employees and shall not
present themselves as KIPA employees. Furthermore, they shall not represent the views of the
U.S. Government, EPA or its employees. In addition, the Contractor shall not engage in
inherently governmental activities, mcluding but not limited to actual delermination of EPA
policy and preparation of documents on EPA letterhead.

TASK 1: PREPARE WGORKPLAN

‘The contractor shall prepare a workplan within 15 calendar duys of receipt of a work assignment
signed by the Contracting Ofticer. The workplan shall outline. describe and include the techmical
approach. resources, timeline and due dates lor deliverables. a detailed cost eslimale by task, and
a staffing plan. The WA COR and the Contract .evel COR and the CO will review the
workplan. However, only the CO can approve/disapprove the workplan. The contractor shall
prepare a revised workplan incorporating the Contracting Officer's comments, il required.

Nreliverables and Schedule Under Task ]

la. Work plan Within 15 calendar days of receipt of work assigniment,
1h. Revised workplan Within 3 calendar days of receipt of comments from the
CO. if required.

NOTLE REGARDING WORK ASSIGNMENT DELIVERABLES AND TECHNICAL
DIRECTION:

The Work Assignment Contracting Officer’s Representative (COR) 1s authorized Lo issue
technical direction under this work assignment. The WAM will foHow-up all oral technical
direction in writing within 3 days.



TASK 2: DOCUMENT REVIEW AND DESIGN METHOBQLOGY
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PARTICIPATE IN CONFERENCE CALLS. The contractor shall participate in
conference calls with the EPA COR and other Agency staff to clarify the purpose of the
evaluation effort and to exchange ideas about the design of the assessment, the
information to be collected, potential sources of information, appropriate ways 1o analyze
and present the information, and other pertinent matters. The COR will contact the
contractor and provide a time and date for the conference calls. For purposes of costing
the contractor shall assume two, 2-hour conference calls.

REVIEW DOCUMENTS. The EPA COR will provide the contractor with essential
documents for review, including the PCFV website and documents from government and
non-government partuers, to become familiar with the history, goals, and status of each
program activity to be evaluated. The contractor shall also review documents and
information available internally to EPA, including grant documentation and internal
measures reporting. The contractor shall complete a review of all documents seven (7)
calendar days after receiving them. '

The contractor shall also prepare and submit to the EPA COR a bibliography and
summary of the findings from the docwment and literature review. The contractor shall
revise and update the bibliography and summary of findings periodically as additional
literature sources are identified and reviewed.

ASSIST IN DEVELOPING A LOGIC MODEL. The development of a logic model is an
essential tool in developing a common understanding of a program’s inputs, activities,
outputs, and cutcomes. As an initial step in preparation for the evaluation, EPA began
developing a preliminary outline of a logic model for the PCFV. [EPA will provide the
outline io the contractor. Based on the conference calls (Task 2-1) and document review
(Task 2-2), the contractor will develop and submit a draft logic model of the PCFV,
using software (e.g., Microsoft Word, Power Point) that can be manipulated/revised by
EPA. The contractor shall finalize the logic model within 7 calendar days after receipt of
comments on the draft logic model from the EPA COR. For purposes of costing, the
contractor shall assume up to 8 hours of work of team correspondence regarding the logic
model and 10 hours of devclopment and revising the model.

REFINE EVALUATION QUESTIONS. EPA 1s providing below an initial list of draft
evaluation questions for use by the contractor. Using this list, the information gathered in
Tasks 2-1 and 2-2, and the logic model developed in Task 2-3, the contractor shall confer
with the EPA COR and evaluation team members to discuss and refine the evaluation
questions. The contractor shall prepare and submit to the EPA COR a revised.
comprehensive set of draft evaluation questions and sub-questions that will be the subject
of this evaluation. The contractor will finalize the draft questions 7 calendar days after
receipt of comments from the EPA COR. For the purpose of costing, the contractor shall
assume two, 2- hour conference calls.

The EPA evaluation team has identified the following key questions to provide focus to
the program evaluation and to maximize its usefulness and effectiveness. These
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questions, while subject to further refinement, will form the basis of the evaluation going
forward. The overarching questions would likely remain consistent, but the specific
questions and sub-questions would be subject to revision based on the cutcomes of the
logic modeling exercise and further discussions with EPA.

Overarching Evaluation Questions:

These questions are the guiding questions for the evaluation. The evaluation will focus on
answering the first question through a framework that examines the design and implementation
of the PCFV lead campaign. However, the cvaluation will likely have to address the second
guestion to some extent in order (o answer the first.

1.

What can we learn from the PCFV lead campaign that can serve as a model to other
existing or new EPA international partnerships?

What can we learn from the PCTV lead campaign to date that can inform EPA’s
engagement in this partnership in the future (including elimination of leaded gasoline, use
of lower sulfur fuels, and c¢lean vehicles campaigns)?

Specific Evaluation Questions and Sub-Questions:

These specific questions would be applied to both overarching questions. These questions may
be revised based on the logic modeling that will be conducted with the contractor or be
incorpoerated into the qualitative or quantitative methodological approaches of the evaluation.

HE

What are the unique features of this partnership that have enhanced accomplishment of
its goals? Some sub-questions would be:
i. How did the PCFV partnership create a global structure to address these
key environmental goals (e.g., elimination of leaded gasoline)?
it. How did the PCFV partnership develop institutional capacity (e.g, legal,
- regulatory, and enforcement) to achieve these goals?
i, What approaches were used to encourage partners to pursue the goals of
the partnership?
iv. What obstacles were overcome to ensure effective operation of the
partnership?
v. Was there regional variation in implementation and perceived success?
vi. What role did individual categories of partners (government, NGO,
industry) play in the success of the lead campaign?
vii. What role did funding play in implementation of the partnership?

What metrics or assessment tools were in place or were developed (o report on the
progress of the PCFV partnership against identified goals? This inciudes metrics related
to human health and environmental changes, as well as institutional capacity topics (e.g.,
legal, enforcement. funding).

Sources to include: quarterly and annual reports {(internal and external), literature reviews
(EPA, UNEP. industry, EU, elc.)

Has the partnership been effective in accomplishing or making progress toward its
intended goals? Somce sub-guecstions would be:
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i. What do the existing metrics say about the progress of the PCFV
partnership?

1. What key design and implementation issues were identified? (Were data
sources meaningful and appropriate, did the existing metrics track known
issues, were there additional issues that were not tracked with existing
metrics, what metrics need to be refined?)

iii. What EPA program management lessons were learned - staff and resource
atlocation?

DESIGN EVALUATION METHODOLOGY. Based on the conference calls in Task 2-
1, document review in Task 2-2, the final logic model (Task 2-3), and final evaluation
questions in Task 2-4, the contractor shall prepare a draft evaluation methodology, which
will address the purpose, audience, the refined questions that will be the focus of the
evaluation, and information needed to evaluate the program. This methodology shall
include a plan for gathering the needed information described in Task 3, including a plan
for developing interview/discussion guides and identifying potential interviewees, both
domestic and international. The plan shall also include the methodology for compiling,
analyzing and presenting the information gathered. The draft evaluation methodology
shall also include a proposed schedule for each of the following: (1) all information
gathering under Task 3-1, including interviews; (2) the compilation, analysis and
presentation of information gathered (Task 3-2); and (3) providing the draft and final
reports (Tasks 4-1 and 4-2). The draft evaluation methodology shall be due 30 calendar
days after a receipt of a TD from the EPA COR. The final evaluation methodology will
be due 7 calendar days after receipt of comments from the EPA COR via TD. For the
purpose of costing, the contractor shall assume two, 2-hour conference calls and one,
half-day meeting in person with the EPA evaluation team {OP and OITA) in Washington,
DC.

EVALUATION ASSURANCE PLAN. The contractor shall prepare an evaluation
assurance plan (EAP) that shall describe the use of primary and or secondary data sources
for the evaluation report. Specifically, the EAP will describe: 1) the purpose of the
evaluation, 2) the methodology used to collect data for the report, 3) how and where data
for the evaluation will be collected, 4) why the particular data collection method was
chosen, 3) how the data will be used and by whom, 6) how the resulting evaluation report
will be used and by whom and, 7) any data limitations or caveats. An example of an EAP
will be provided by the WAM. The contractor shall submit the EAP to the EPA COR
one week after the final evaluation methadology is approved. A final EAP will be
delivered 3 calendar days after receipt of comments from the EPA COR via TD.

Deliverables and Schedule Under Task 2

2-1

2-3

Participate in conference calis To be specified by the EPA COR
Document review, bibliography, To be specified by the EPA COR
summary of findings

Finalize Logic Model 7 calendar days after receipt of comments on



draft Logic Model from EPA COR

Draft Refined Questions 7 calendar days after conference call with
[EPA COR

Final Refined Questions 7 calendar days after reccipt of comments
from FPA COR via TD

Draft evaluation methodology 30 calendar days afier receipt of TD from
FPA COR

Final evaluation methodology 7 calendar days after receipt of comments
via TD from EPA COR

Draft Evaluation Assurance Plan 7 calendar days atter EPA COR approves
final evaluation methodology

Final Evaluation Assurance Plan 3 calendar days after receipt of comments

via TD from EPA COR

TASK 3: INFORMATION GATHERING AND ANALYSIS

-
]
—
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INFORMATION GATHERING. The information that is needed to conduct this
evaluation will come from a variety of sources. Within 7 calendar days afier the EPA
COR approves the evaluation methodology (via TD), the contractor shall begin the data
collection process specified in the approved cvaluation methodology. At this stage, CPA
believes the contractor should focus on, but not be limited to, three primary sources of
data for the evaluation:

Interviews

The contractor shall conduct interviews via telephone and/or email with partners of the
PCFV sclected in consultation with EPA. The contractor wili prepare
interview/discussion guides for the contractor’s use 1n collecting information from
persons identitied in the evaluation methodology (Task 2-3) including, but not limited to.
a minimum ol two government partners, onc environmental NGO partner and one
industry partner per cach of the five UN regions. (UN Regions are: Latin American and
the Caribbean: Middle East, North Africa and West Asia (MENAWA); Central and
Eastern Ilurope and Central Asia (CEF/CA): Sub-Saharan Africa (SSA); and Asia and the
Pacific (AP). For maps of each region, see

http://vwwaw unep.org/transport/pefv/regions/regions.asp.  The interviews will adhere to
any applicable Paperwork Reduction Act requirements. The EPA COR will provide the
contractor with EPA guidance pertaining 1o PRA applicability internationally. EPA
cxpects that the discussion guides will be individually tailored to groupings of
interviewee partners (government, NGOs, industry) to address issues and information
particular to each grouping. Further, the interviews should be informed by background
research on the individual partner/interviewee, prior to conducting the interview. For
purposes of costing. the contractor shall assume conducting 23-35 interviews of 1-hour
duration. In addition. the contractor should anticipate conducting at least one in-person
interview, in cither Washington, DC or New York, NY, with representative(s) of the
United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP).

Document. Information review
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The contractor shall continue and complete the literature review begun under Task 2-2 of
externally available intormation and documents regarding PCFV, including a thorough
review of the literature to obtain existing evaluations, studies, or analyses of the PCFV
program. The contractor shall revise and update periodicaily, and submit to the EPA
COR, the bibliography and summary of findings begun under Task 2 as additional
literature sources are identified and reviewed.

Literature review of international partnerships

The contractor shall conduct a very limited hiterature review aimed at gaining targeted
information about the key components of other successful intemational partnerships. The
review shall be focused by the final evaluation questions and sub-questions.

DISCUSSION OF DATA COMPILATION, ANALYSIS, AND PRESENTATION. In
accordance with the evaluation methodology schedule, the contractor shall meet via
conference call with the EPA COR and other Agency staff to present approaches to and
preliminary results of compilation, analysis, and presentation of the information.

Deliverables and Schedule Under Task 3

Draft interview/discussion guides In accordance with Methodology Schedule
approved in Task 2-5b

Finalize interview/discussion guides In aceordance with Methodology Schedule
approved in Task 2-5b

Document review. bibliography, To be specified by the EPA COR

summary of findings

Discuss data compilation, analysis and In accordance with Mcthodology Schedule

presentation via conference call. approved in Task 2-3b

TASK 4: REPORTS

4-1
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DRAFT REPORTS. In accordance with the evaluation methodology schedule. the
contractor shall submit draft reports containing the compilation, analysis, and
presentation of all relevant information developed and gathered during the conduct of the
evaluation. Specifically, the contractor shall include nformation obtamned or developed
in support of Tasks 2-1 through 3-2. For purposes of costing. the contractor shall assume
that a sequence of a draft prehminary findings memorandum and two separate draft
reports will be required.

FINAL REPORT. The contractor shall provide a final report that re{lects approprnate
consideration of the Agency’s comuments on the draft report and of any comments
received during the oral presentations. The EPA COR will provide the contractor with a
copy of the Evaluation Support Divisions™ Report Style Guidelines. These guidelines
shall be used to write all components of the evaluation report. In addition, the contractor
shall use the ESD Report Cover provided by the EPA COR when preparing the final
report.



EVALUATION RECOMMENDATION TAXONOMY FORM. The I-PA will use this
forin Lo categorize cach recommendation the contactor develops for the final report, It
the final report contains reconmmendations. the contractor shall complete the Evaluation
Recommendation Taxonomy Form by providing each recommendation for the given
evaluation, its proposed evaluation recommendation category, its direct environmental
impact, and any additional comments the contractor may have. The list of the evaluation
recommendation categories is located on the form for reference purposes. The IPA COR
will provide the contractor with a copy of the Evaluation Recommendation Taxonomy
Form,

ORAL PRESENTATIONS. The contractor shall be prepared to make at {east one oral
presentation of the information at a date, time, and location to be specified by the EPA
COR in a TD. The location will most likely be Washington, D.C. The contractor shall
prepare appropriate briefing materials, specifically, a power point briefing for the oral
presentation.

FACTSHEET. The contractor shall develop a fact sheet summarizing the evaluation
purpose, questions. methodology, findings, and results. The EPA COR will provide the
contractor with a copy of a fact sheet template.

Deliverables and Schedule Under Task 4

4

4-4
4-5

Draft reports In ac¢ordance with the evaluation
methodology schedule approved by the EPA
COR in task 2-3b.

Final report 14 calendar days after receipt of comments
from EPA COR on the dralt report and oral
presentations.

Evaluation Recommendation Taxonomy 7 calendar days after the final report is
completed.

Oral presentation To be scheduled by the EPA COR

['act Sheet 7 calendar davs after completion of Final
Report

0.



Table 1: Summary of Deliverables and Dates

Task

Plan

Deliverable Due Date
Task I Prepare Work plan
la Work plan Within 15 calendar days of receipt of work assiznment
1 Revised work plan Within 5 calendar days of receipt of comments from CO
Task 2 Document Review and Design Methodology
2-1 Participate in conference To be specified by the EPA COR
calls
[ 2-2 | Ry, Sy B e epecified by the EPA COR
2-3 Finalize Logic Model 7 calendar days afler receipt of comments on draft Logic Model
from EPA COR
2-da Draft Refined Questions 7 calendar davs after confereunce call with EPA COR
2-db Final Refined Questions 7 calendar days afier receipt of comments from EPA COR via TD
2-5a Draft Methodology 30 calendar days after receipt of TD from EPA COR
2-5b Final Methodology 7 calendar days after receipt of comments from [EPA COR
2-6a Draft Evaleation Assurance | 7 calendar days after £PA COR approves final evaluation
Plan rmethodology
2-6b Final Evaluation Assurance | 3 days after receipt of comments from EPA COR via TD

Task3 Information Gathering and Ana

lysis

3-la Draft interview/discussion In accordance with Methodology Schedule approved in Task 2-3b
guides

3-1b Finalize In accordance with Methodolegy Schedule approved in Task 2-3b
interview/discussion guides

i-le Bibiiography and summary

To be specified by the EPA COR

Discussion of Data
Compilation, Analvsis and
Presentation Plan

In accordance with Methodology Scheduie approved in Task 2-5b

Task 4 Report

4-1 Draft Reports [n accordance with Methodology Schedule approved in Task 2-3b
4.3 Final Report 14 caiendar days after receipt of comments on Liraft Report from
EPA COR and oral presentations
4-3 Evaluation 7 calendar days after completion of the Final Repornt
Recommendation Taxonomy
Form
4-4 Oral Presentations To be scheduled by the EFA COR
4-3

FFact Sheet

7 calendar days after completion of Finai Report

-10-




EPA

United States Environmental Protection Agency

Washington, DC 20460

Work Assignment

Work Assigrment Nurmber

Armendmert Number:

Q0G301

Contract WNumber

#P-E-10-502
W Pel—1 0=G02 Base

Contract Pericd

17/1%/200% Te

Optian Period Number 1

11/18/2014

Titte of Wark Assignment/SF Site Name

fartnershin - Clean Fusl Veh.

Centeagtor

Spocify Section and paragraph of Cantract S0

2319

INDUETRIAL ECCONOMTOS, INJZOZRZORATED Pg. 1&-1i, Element III, Sestlien L, Fzra. I
Fr . . -

GALE D Wark Assignmens [:l Work Assignmer: Close-0it Period of Perfuimarce

otk Assignment Amendrent I:I Ingepmental Funding
Work Par Approwal Frem Q-/12/20%1 1o .2/i8/2C11

Cemnments:
The pu Lo ook Agsign 1T 25 is o dpprovo thn cragbor's wark plan
daloed 94 houzs Zewvel of r.‘:_f:'c;r'..,:. (e (b) 4) in fee with

|:| Superiyte

Accounting and Appropriations Data

hegn-Zupedund

Mote: Torepon deditioral sccountrg and appreprabons date use E2A Form THID-504

SFO
(Max 2
o [N sucgevkY Approps-ation Budget Org/Code [regram Ewement Chject Class Amoend fDalars) {Gents) BiedProjast Cost Orgittode
5 [Max 5) {Max 41 Code Max i) [Max 7} Max &) {Max &) (Max B (Max 7)
4
2
3
4
Authorized Wark Assignment Ceiling
Contract Periad: CosyFes o S O
1271972008 Ta 11/7.68/20:14
Tius Action: “GE
Teta, 351
Work Plan ! Cost Estimate Approvals
Conractos WE Dated: “aostteo LEE.
Cumirative Apgraved: CegtFam: [RS8

Jegkin

Wors Assignment Marager Name

Heffeltfing

g

Branch/Mail Code:

Phone Number Z02-586-2.92

iSignatura) [FIntz) FAX Number:
Project Officer Nare Cachy Tuvrnayr Branch/Mall Code:
Phone Numper; £02-566-034851
{Signature) {Cate) FAX Number;
Cther Agency Oiciad Name Branch!/Mail Code:
Phore Numkber:
[Sigrature; {Date; FAX Number:
Cormiracting Off g Name Jam! Rodosps / BranchiMail Code:
Phone Numbrer:  Z012- 364-474
O% . ,)QPM,, 3//?/3?7“ Sl 1
/] [SigpEle) 7 - (Db § FAX Number:

Waork Ass. .‘.meﬁi Furm. {Wens rmsﬁ1 o}
[ ¥

7

/ {




. . . X YWWark Assgrnent Rumber
United States Envircnmental Protection Agency

Washington, DC 20460 1-2%

EPA

Arnendment Number

Work Assignment [ omer

et Number L N CTa LR e Title of Wi Assignmeni3F 5 te Mamre

Hase Option Perod Number | = b e Rl Lo

coify Section and paragraph of Contract SOW

W OGO AT 0=, Hlermanl 117, b 1, Paws
winrk Assigmmen D 1k Assigmment Glose: Oul Per ol ol Pertanmiarce
PRI R La1a Pt ot s ERL T j Pl Epngmg
Wit D Rentaval Fram wa o PR -

i sl ek SesThnmenr - o g e Tl w Lara ! tLohrur s et
[ Sl MTATLN
D Soparduna Acoounting ard Appropraticns Data e L
NE— tole Torepen addtoran aooount) 30 AEIORE AT0NE O3t Lue PRV o THIDE3A
il
A O |
@ DGH Buoayets] Appropration Hudget OrgrCode Frogrant Flemems Object Class Armount (Dolars) |Laenits) Sne/Prioject sy QrgrCone
= Max 6 HEEREY Code (Max 4] iMax 71 [LEET ST (M &4 Max B [Mas 7]
|
! |
I
! i
¥ - ' .

Authoazed Work Assigrment Ceiling

ract fetios Cestl e \CIE

Teadal

Wiork Plan ¢ Cost Bstimate Approvals

Coruactan WP Daed Cogl Taa L QOE

0 muialve Agpr Uoslifes Lt E

Wik Aregnment Mansger Marme SranchiMadl Code

Phore Numbar - -~ 2

[ gt iCrate) Fax Muamber

Branchifail Cade:

'
Ty
1

Prone Humber

1Dt FAX Namber

THrer Ager

Sranch Man Code

Phore Number

[ nature; fLate) FAX Number
Contiacting SHfical Nan: . Branch/Mdatl Code
[y } ¢ wow C . } % Fhone Mumber i — 1

gl - re e EAX Number




